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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
(same inventor) Larsson (WO 98/16071); Hereinafter Larsson'071 

As to claim 1 , Larsson'071 teaches, a method of achieving cooperative 
services in a data system that includes telephone services and data services, 
wherein the data system includes a first computer system and a second 
computer system, wherein the computer systems each include respective 
computers having associated memories (See fig. 1 and Abstract) , said method 
comprising the steps of: 

connecting the first and the second computer system (i.e., one or more 
computers, page 3, line 3) to a respective communications database (i.e., one or 
more database, such as a first database 2 and a second database 3, page 3, 
lines 4-5) that includes communications services stored as transaction 
references (i.e., calling telephone number or calling subscriber number, page 3, 
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lines 8-11), wherein said computer systems execute communications services in 
accordance with a data program (page , lines 9-14). 

connecting a respective transaction database to each computer (Fig. 1, 
computer 1 coupling to databases 2, 3, and data program storage 5) , wherein 
the transaction databases include a pre-determined number of transactions 
identified by said transaction references, wherein each transaction is in the form 
of parts of a data program (page 3, lines 16-19); 

fetching transactions from a transactions database , said transactions 
together forming a data program for executing said services (page 3, lines 29- 
32), said transactions including instructions relating to said services to be 
executed by the data system (page 4, lines 4-6); 

initiating fetching of transactions for execution in the data system in 
response to a telephone call incoming to the system, wherein the call includes an 
information part in the form of an identification of a caller and an indication of the 
type of call, wherein the computer systems have an execution environment such 
that essentially all execution and instructions from one computer system to 
another computer system takes place through the agency of said transactions 
(page 6, lines 24-28 as Larsson '071 indicated on page 3 line 3 that the computer 
system includes one or more computers 1 which share the same data program 
storage 5. Thus it is self-evident and inherent that all involved computers must 
take place through the same data program storage 5), and wherein certain 
transaction references identify transactions which, upon execution, transfer the 
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service concerned to a computer system other than the call receiving computer 
system for execution (page 4, lines 16-31); and 

transferring the information part together with the transfer of said service 
(page 4, lines 20-23). 

As to claims 2-3, Larsson'071 teaches the method including the steps of: 
identifying caller (i.e., read the calling number, page 4, line 21) the type of call, 
and the service called for, and fetching transaction references from said 
communications database for executing the service. Furthermore, the method 
including the step of transferring transaction references for the execution of a 
given service from one computer to another computer within the data system 
(page 4, lines 20-31). 

As to claim 4, Larsson'071 teaches the step of providing for all computer 
systems to have mutually the same execution environment (page 6, lines 24-28 
as Larsson '071 indicated on page 3 line 3 that the computer system includes 
one or more computers 1. Thus it is self-evident and inherent that all involved 
computers must have same execution environment since they all share the same 
data program storage 5). 

As to claims 5-6, Larsson'071 teaches a method including the step of 
providing a communications database containing references to transactions 
stored in the transaction databases. Furthermore, Larsson teaches a method 
wherein the communications database includes references to transactions (see 
table 1 on page 5) relating to additional services for subsequent execution in 
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response to a requested communications service (i.e., steps of read, collect, 
fetch, analyze... pages 4, line 25 - page 5, line 6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 
148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
(same inventor) Larsson (W0 98/16071; hereinafter Larsson'071) in view of 
Nitta (US Pub 2003/0009601). 

As to claim 7, Larsson'071 teaches the steps of: fetching from a 
transactions database transactions (fig. 1, labels 2, 3 and 5) corresponding to a 
service initiated by a call from one of a telephone (a fixed phone or a mobile, 
page 3, lines 6-7 from the telephone network 6) and an external computer via 
said second computer system (one of the computers as indicated on page 3, line 
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3); wherein the second computer system fetches from the transactions database 
of a respective computer system transactions for executing a service defined by 
the transaction references. 

Larsson'071 does not specifically teach distributing from the first computer 
system transaction references to the second computer system. 

Nitta teaches, in fig. 1 , "if the computer 11 OA tries to execute the program 
131B prepared for the computer 1 10B. Assume that nothing is registered to the 
program definition table 150 and the software definition table 140 is written as 
shown in FIG. 2. First, the computer 11 OA makes a judgment on whether the 
program 131B has been registered to the program definition table 150. Since not 
registered, the computer 11 OA reads in the execution environment definition file 
132B, searches the software definition table 140 and finds the computer 11 OB 
provided with the architecture ARCH-B, the operating system OS-B and the 
software SOFT-B1. Then, the execution-requesting unit 112 makes a request to 
the program execution unit 1 13 of the computer 11 OB for execution via the 
network 160. The program execution unit 1 13 of the computer 11 OB executes 
the program 131B and reports the execution result to the computer 11 OA. The 
execution-requesting unit 112 of the computer 11 OA receives the execution result 
and passes it to the execution environment-selecting unit 111 (Nitta: par. 0028) 
for the purpose of presenting a method in a multi-computer environment 
comprising a plurality of computers in which programs are dependent on the 
environments of some of the computers (Nitta: par. 0001). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Nitta into the 
teachings of Larsson '071 for the purpose of distinctly demonstrating that all 
computers share a common data program database or common execution 
environment and operation environment are capable of referencing and 
accessing to each others for execution effort. 

INQUIRY 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to PHUNG-HOANG J. NGUYEN whose 
telephone number is (571 )270-1 949. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday to Thursday, 8:30AM - 5:00PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Curtis Kunz can be reached on 571 272 7499. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Date: June 3, 2008 /Phung-Hoang J Nguyen/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2614 

/Curtis Kuntz/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2(514 



